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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO

STATE OF IDAHO,

)
)
Plaintiff-Respondent,
)
)
v.
)
)
LOGAN FINN JOYCE,
)
)
Defendant-Appellant.
)
____________________________________)

NO. 46348-2018
BANNOCK COUNTY NO.

APPELLANT’S BRIEF

STATEMENT OF THE CASE
Nature of the Case
Logan Finn Joyce appeals from the district court’s order denying his motion, made
pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 35(a), to correct an illegal sentence. Mindful of the narrow
reading this Court has given to the term “illegal sentence,” and that his request for relief relies on
the development of additional facts not apparent on face of the record, Mr. Joyce contends the
district court should have granted his motion because his trial counsel failed to advise him of his
right to remain silent during the presentence investigation, and also because the court sentenced
him without having significant neuropsychological information, in violation of his due process
rights.
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Statement of the Facts and Course of Proceedings
Mr. Joyce was convicted of trafficking in heroin and conspiring to violate the Uniform
Controlled Substances Act. (R., pp.77, 79.) On April 24, 2017, he was sentenced to concurrent
prison terms totaling thirteen years, with seven years fixed, in accordance with his plea
agreement. (R., pp.77, 79-80.) Mr. Joyce timely filed a motion pursuant to I.C.R. 35(b), seeking
sentencing leniency, which the district court denied. (R., pp.77, 79.) Mr. Joyce appealed the
denial of his motion, and the Court of Appeals affirmed the district court in an unpublished
opinion filed on July 16, 2018. (See R., p.77.)
On July 9, 2018, Mr. Joyce filed a pro se motion for correction of illegal sentence
pursuant to I.C.R. 35(a), alleging that he was sentenced in violation of his Fifth, Sixth, and
Fourteenth Amendment rights. (R., pp.22-26.) Related to his Rule 35(a) motion, he filed
additional motions and supporting affidavits requesting that his PSI be redacted, that the court
order an MRI and neuropsychological examinations, that the court order an evidentiary hearing
so that he could develop and present new evidence to be included in an amended PSI, at a new
sentencing hearing, and that he be appointed conflict-free counsel. (R., pp.16-76.)
On August 15, 2018, the district court entered its order denying Mr. Joyce’s Rule 35(a)
motion for correction of an illegal sentence, concluding that the illegality claimed was not
apparent on the face of the record. (R., pp.79-82.) Mr. Joyce filed a Notice of Appeal that is
timely from the district court’s order. (R., p.88.)

ISSUE
Did the district court err when it denied Mr. Joyce’s motion to correct an illegal sentence?
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ARGUMENT
The District Court Erred When It Denied Mr. Joyce’s Rule 35 Motion To Correct An Illegal
Sentence
Pursuant to Rule 35, a district court “may correct a sentence that is illegal from the face
of the record at any time.” I.C.R. 35(a). “Generally, whether a sentence is illegal or whether it
was imposed in an illegal manner is a question of law over which” appellate courts exercise free
review. State v. Farwell, 144 Idaho 732, 735 (2007). The Idaho Supreme Court has held “the
term ‘illegal sentence’ under Rule 35 is narrowly interpreted as a sentence that is illegal from the
face of the record, i.e., does not involve significant questions of fact or require an evidentiary
hearing.” State v. Clements, 148 Idaho 82, 86 (2009). A defendant may challenge subject matter
jurisdiction in a Rule 35 motion. State v. Lute, 150 Idaho 837 (2011). More recently, the Idaho
Supreme Court clarified that “Rule 35’s purpose is to allow courts to correct illegal sentences,
not to reexamine errors occurring at trial or before the imposition of the sentence.”
State v. Wolfe, 158 Idaho 55, 65 (2015).
Mindful of Clements and Wolfe, Mr. Joyce asserts that the district court erred when it
denied his Rule 35(a) motion because his counsel failed to inform him that he did not have to
participate in the PSI interview.

Regardless of the nature of the statements made to the

investigator, Mr. Joyce asserts that this amounted to a denial of his right to counsel and violated
his rights pursuant to the Fifth, Sixth, and Fourteenth Amendments. He also claims the absence
of significant neuropsychological information violated his due process rights and rendered his
sentence unlawful. He submits that, due to these violations, the district court lacked subject
matter jurisdiction when it sentenced him. As such, the district court erred when it denied his
motion to correct an illegal sentence.
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CONCLUSION
Mr. Joyce respectfully requests that this Court vacate the district court’s order denying
his motion to correct an illegal sentence and remand his case for further proceedings.
DATED this 28th day of February, 2019.

/s/ Kimberly A. Coster
KIMBERLY A. COSTER
Deputy State Appellate Public Defender
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